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LaBEL, IN Part: “It’s Different Dad’s Best Quality Pure Sugar Cane Syrup.”

ViotatioNn Cmarcep: Adulteration, Section 402 (b) (2), a mixture of sugar or
sugared glucose and water, containing an insignificant amount of sugar cane
sirup, had been substituted in whole or in part for “pure sugar cane syrup,”
which the article was represented to be. ' -

Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the label statement ‘“Pure Sugar Cane Syrup”

was false and misleading as applied to a mixture of sugar or sugared glucose
‘and ‘water containing an insignificant amount of sugar cane sirup; Section
403 (b), the product was offered for sale under the name of another food; and,
Section 403 (i) (2), it was fabricated from two or more ingredients, and its
1abel failed to bear the common and usual name of each such ingredient.

Disposition: October 10, 1944, Dad’s Quality Syrup Co., claimant, having
“admitted the material allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation was
entered and the product was ordered released under bond to be relabeled and
brought into compliance with the law, under the supervision of the Food and
Drug Administration. ‘ )

7066, Adulteration and misbranding of sirup; U. 8. v. 3 Cases of Syrup. Consent
. decree of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond. (F.D. C.
No. 18709. Sample No. 34921-F.) - =

LieeL FiLep:- September 21, 1944, Middle District of Georgia. '

ArLeceEDp SHIPMENT: On or about August 12, 1944, by Dad’s Quality Syrup

Co., from Gainesville, Fla. _ :
PropucT: 3 cases, each containing 6 64-ounce jars, of sirup, at Albany, Ga.

Laser, v ParT:  “Maple Leaf Brand Dad’s Quality * * *  Syrup made of

cane and maple syrup.”’

Vioiarions CEArRGED: Adulteration, Section 402 (b) (3), inferiority had been
concealed through the use of artificial flavoring and artificial coloring; and,
Section 402 (b) (4), artificial flavoring and artificial c¢oloring had been added
to and mixed and packed with the product so as to make it appear better or of
greater value than it was. ) '

Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the label statement ‘“Maple Leaf,” and the
design of -a maple leaf, were misleading as applied to an artificially. flavored
and colored mixture of sugar or sugars and water containing an insignificant .
amount .of maple sirup; Section 403 (c), the product was an imitation of
_another food, maple sirup, and its label failed to bear, in type of uniform size
and prominence, the word “Imitation,” and, immediately thereafter, the name
of the food imitated; and, Section 403 (k), it contained artificial flavoring and
artificial coloring, and failed to bear labeling stating that fact.

Disposition: October 10, 1944. Dad’s Quality Syrup Co., claimant, having
- admitted the material allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation was
entered and the product was ordered released under bond to be relabeled and
brought into compliance with the law, under the supervision of the Food and
Drug Administration. ' I }

7067. Adulteration and misbranding of imitation maplé sirup. TU. S. v. 9 Cases of
R Imitation Maple Syrup. Default decree of condemnation and destruction..
(F. D. C. No. 12996. Sample No. 63343-F.)

Lisen Fiuep: ~ July 20, 1944, Western District of North Carolina.

ALLEGED SmHIPMENT: On-or about June 2, 1944, by Whitehall Food Manufac-
~ turing Co., from Brooklyn, N. Y. . , ‘

PropucT: 9 cases, each containing 12 1-quart bottles, of imitation maple sirup

at Asheville, N. C. : : :
Examination showed that the product was fermented. ~Analysis indicated
that the product was an artificially colored and flavored sugar and water solution,
containing only about 61 percent of .sugar, whereas sugar sirup contains not
less than 65 percent of sugar. ‘ C : v
LaBEL, IN ParT: (Bottles) ‘“Maison Royal Pancake Syrup Imitation Maple
Syrup Made From Pure Cane Sugar Syrup.” :

A’ Viorarions CuarGED: Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (3), the product consisted

in whole or in part of a decomposed substance.

Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the statement in the ingredient list, “Made
From Pure Cane Sugar Syrup,”’ was false and misleading as applied to a sugar
and water solution containing only about 61 percent of sugar.

DisposrtioN: August 22, 1944. No claimant having appeared, judgment of .
condemnation was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.



